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ABSTRACT
In 2016, M. Laborda-Pemán and T. De Moor issued a call to advance the conversation 
between commons scholars and historians. This paper argues that in order to further 
this conversation, in the case of Western Europe more attention needs to be paid to the 
centuries preceding the blossoming of the commons in the high Middle Ages. It focuses on 
NW Iberia to show that in this case, as in others, such developments need to be assessed 
against the processes triggered by the collapse of the Roman Empire. On the basis of 
the extant sources, and building upon some of the concerns of critical institutionalism, 
it then considers some of the theoretical avenues that could facilitate such a dialogue: 
addressing the multifunctional, socially embedded nature of institutions; the weight of 
social inequalities and power relations in their configuration and functioning; the role of 
conflict in the definition of norms and their transformation over time; and the discursive 
practices aimed at legitimising specific institutional arrangements.
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INTRODUCTION

In 2016, M. Laborda-Pemán and T. De Moor issued a call 
to advance the conversation between commons scholars 
and historians (Laborda Pemán & De Moor 2016). As they 
argued, historians could benefit from an understanding 
of the different theoretical frameworks developed in the 
commons literature, while contributing conceptual tools 
and empirical knowledge to improve the assessment of 
institutional change. Works on historical commons have 
indeed demonstrated the applicability of theoretical 
proposals elaborated by common scholars, while also 
showing how historical studies can enlighten the factors 
conditioning the emergence, reproduction, transformation, 
and eventual disappearance of commons over time, thus 
furthering our understanding of past and current societies 
more broadly.

In Europe, the period between the fifth and the eleventh 
centuries, which for convenience I will here refer to as the 
early medieval period, has remained largely unexplored 
in the light of these recent debates – there are significant 
exceptions, though, most notably for the British Isles, 
building on a wealth of previous work on historical commons 
in the region (Oosthuizen 2007, 2013a, 2013b, 2016). 
There is a widely held assumption that before the twelfth 
or thirteenth centuries the institutions for the collective 
management of natural resources were less widespread 
and formalised than they would later become. Certainly, 
commons from the early medieval period are less visible 
in the historical record – both written and material – and 
the evidence available resists easy comparison with the 
more forthcoming sources that underpin studies on later 
historical commons, particularly those richer in normative 
information (De Moor et al. 2016; Farjam et al. 2020). Why, 
then, should we venture into such an unpromising land?

On the one hand, as S. Reynolds noted (1984), the 
institutions for collective action that abound in the twelfth- 
and thirteenth-century sources had their roots in earlier 
times. Commons may also have had a significant weight in 
the organisation of local territories before that (Wickham 
1995: 15–16), while in many regions collective institutions 
were central for governance both at the local and the supra-
local scales (Barnwell & Mostert 2003; Pantos & Semple 
2004; Semple & Sanmark 2013). The development of 
commons throughougt the medieval period thus needs to 
be assessed against broader historical processes beyond the 
political ‘conditions’ and ‘motors’ (De Moor 2008) and the 
local determinants (Curtis 2013) of high medieval societies. 

On the other hand, the peculiarities of early medieval 
societies provide us with an opportunity to explore 
commons and their transformation over time in socio-
institutional settings that were markedly different from 

those of later times (cf. Ostrom 1990: 101–102). In 
comparison to earlier and later periods, in Western Europe 
this was a time of relatively low social complexity.1 Lords 
and political authorities had a limited capacity to interfere 
on the ground, and in some regions local communities must 
have enjoyed a significant degree of autonomy. The balance 
could change over time as polities developed or collapsed, 
and in these processes local institutional arrangements 
retained a significant weight (Escalona et al. 2019; Martín 
Viso 2016). We can thus analyse how processes of polity 
building and collapse at low levels of social complexity may 
have impacted upon commons, and also how commons 
conditioned and fed into such processes.

Importantly, early medieval Western Europe was highly 
fragmented, and there was great variation in local and 
regional socio-economic and political conditions (Wickham 
2005; Zeller et al. 2020). Consequently, the relevance 
of commons – where they had any – must have differed 
significantly. While a generalised model for the appearance 
and management of commons cannot be attempted at this 
stage, there are solid grounds to argue for a comparative 
approach. For most regions, the processes triggered 
by the collapse of the Roman Empire provide a shared 
background and mark a difference with the areas beyond 
the borders of the Empire (e.g.: Lindholm et al. 2013) that 
can be also worth exploring. The centrality of commons in 
the structuration of local and supra-local territories in the 
post-Roman centuries is increasingly recognised (Martín 
Viso 2020c), and so is their significance in the development 
of political authority and of aristocratic and ecclesiastical 
estates, as well as in the increasing formalisation of local 
communities towards the later part of the period (e.g.: 
Devroey & Schroeder 2012; Martín Viso 2020a; Mouthon 
2014; Rao & Santos Salazar 2019). 

This paper will focus on one particular region, NW Iberia, 
in order to explore these issues. Research on commons 
has long been popular among historians working on late 
medieval and modern Spain (Beltrán Tapia 2018), but has 
remained largely marginal to the historiography on the 
early Middle Ages until very recently (cf. García de Cortázar 
& Martínez Sopena 2007; Fernández Mier 2018). Only in the 
last years have a number of research projects informed 
by current developments in commons scholarship begun 
to develop, combining written source analysis with 
archaeological and ethno-archaeological approaches.2 
This paper will first consider the historical context against 
which the first documented commons should be assessed, 
and then concentrate on the written sources from the 
ninth to the eleventh centuries in order to identify how 
commons scholarship may contribute to the analysis of 
early medieval commons – with particular attention to 
critical institutionalism (Cleaver 2012; Cleaver & de Koning 
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2015; Hall et al. 2014) –, and to probe some of the avenues 
that might facilitate dialogue with commons scholars and 
historians working on later periods. Ultimately, the aim is to 
present some lines of enquiry that could further empirical 
work on the region, foster comparative analysis with other 
European regions, and ground empirical and theoretical 
contributions to commons scholarship based on early 
medieval evidence.

EARLY MEDIEVAL NW IBERIA IN 
CONTEXT

Over the las three decades, our knowledge of the early 
Middle Ages has radically changed. The collapse of the 
Roman Empire was once seen as a shock that threw agrarian 
economies in Western Europe into a period of backwardness. 
Western European societies would only overcome this after 
centuries of slow but sustained economic growth, which 
historians regarded as a precondition for the crystallization 
of the feudal forms of social and political organisation that 
were deemed characteristic of the high Middle Ages (Duby 
1973; Fossier 1982; Marquette 1990; Poly & Bournazel 1980). 
While the demise of socioeconomic and political complexity 
in the post-Roman centuries is unquestionable, more recent 
accounts highlight the various ways in which societies 
adapted to it (Horden & Purcell 2000), and have identified 
the ‘long eighth century’ as a turning point marked by the 
intensification of agricultural production and husbandry 
regimes (Banham & Faith 2014; Henning 2009; McCormick et 
al. 2014; McKerracher 2018; Quirós Castillo 2011); changes 
in the configuration of settlement patterns and agrarian 
landscapes (Hamerow 2002; Peytremann 2003; Quirós 
Castillo 2009; Rippon 2008; Yante & Bultot-Verleysen 2010), 
and further economic integration at a regional and inter-
regional level (McCormick 2001), all of which is associated to 
the consolidation of an elite strata increasingly differentiated 
from the rest of society (Bougard et al. 2006; Loveluck 2013) 
and the development of more complex polities (Bassett 
1989; Costambeys et al. 2011; Gasparri 2012).

In NW Iberia, the collapse of the Roman Empire in the 
late fifth century, and subsequently that of the Visigothic 
kingdom following the Arab conquest of the early eighth 
century, led to a major transformation of settlement 
patterns and economic networks. By the mid eighth 
century the area lay beyond the control of the Muslim rulers 
established in the south. A number of small-scale polities 
emerged in the north, but their territorial sway remained 
limited until the mid-ninth century (Castellanos & Martín 
Viso 2005; Fernández Mier 2011). The situation varied 
regionally. In areas like the Duero meseta, settlement 
patterns changed as former urban territories fragmented 

and Roman villae waned (Escalona 2006b). Isolated farms, 
hamlets and small concentrated villages began to emerge, 
displaying evidence for more localised forms of farming 
and the consumption and distribution of produce (Tejerizo-
García 2015; Vigil-Escalera Guirado 2007). In the Central 
Mountain Range, upland forests recovered in the post-
Roman centuries, but by the tenth and eleventh centuries 
pasture lands increased, probably due to the pressure 
exerted by local communities (Martín Viso & Blanco 
González 2016). In the Cantabrian Mountains, husbandry 
regimes echoing prehistoric grazing practices intensified in 
the early medieval period as new settlement patterns and 
economic orientations developed (Fernández Mier 2016). 
On both sides of the modern Spanish-Portuguese border, 
archaeological studies have unveiled the existence at 
different times throughout the period of local communities 
integrated into small-scale socioeconomic and political 
networks (Martín Viso et al. 2017; Tente 2020). Similarly, in 
Álava, extensification and diversification of farming practice 
in the context of a major restructuration of settlement 
patterns is apparent from the sixth century onwards, 
probably revealing the farming strategies of local, relatively 
self-sufficient peasant communities (Quirós Castillo 2020). 
Evidence of local forms of collective action – even if 
responding to external pressures – is provided by excavated 
systems of agricultural terraces both there and in Galicia 
(Ballesteros Arias & Blanco-Rotea 2009; Quirós & Nicosia 
2019). Ultimately, then, during this period agrarian spaces 
throughout NW Iberia underwent major transformations in 
which the productive strategies of local actors gained weight 
(Quirós Castillo & Tejerizo-García 2021). In the inland, local 
and supra-local territories developed that were defined by 
shared access to natural resources, combined with other 
forms of collective action and institutions such as territorial 
assemblies and small-scale market exchange (Martín Viso 
2020b; Vigil-Escalera Guirado 2019). By the ninth century 
we have strong written evidence for territorially-based, 
socially-cohesive communities acting collectively at a local 
and a supra-local scale (Wickham 2008), and evidence for 
collective action and local institutions transpires in later 
records through references to local groups, communities, 
and councils (Carvajal Castro 2020: 287–289). 

By the second half of the ninth century, and most notably 
during the tenth century, major socioeconomic and political 
changes become apparent. Larger areas were integrated 
into the kingdoms of Asturias and Pamplona, which by the 
mid tenth century nominally controlled most of NW Iberia 
(Carvajal Castro 2017a; Larrea 1998). Lay aristocrats and 
religious houses enlarged their patrimonies, which they 
partly did through the acquisition of commons. Already by 
the ninth and tenth centuries, some monasteries sought 
to articulate long-distance transhumance routes through 
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the acquisition of pasture lands in low-lying and mountain 
areas – livestock was central to monastic economies 
(Mínguez 1980; Pascua Echegaray 2011) –, and the pressure 
on commons would later increase as other actors, including 
not only lay aristocrats and monasteries but also local 
elites and councils, became involved in livestock rearing 
and the commercialisation of livestock production (Pastor 
1970). Differences in access to commons marked social 
inequality in local societies (Escalona 2001), and control 
over commons was instrumental in the development of 
lordship and political authority (Carvajal Castro 2017a: 
99–111; Martín Viso 2020a). Overall, pressure from lay 
and ecclesiastical elites became a significant – though not 
exclusive – driver behind changes in agrarian landscapes at 
the time (Fernández Fernández 2017; Fernández Mier et al. 
2013; Quirós Castillo 2012; Quirós Castillo & Olazabal 2019).

The transformations occurred between the ninth and 
the eleventh centuries are illuminated by a large corpus of 
charters comprising 8794 records before AD 1099 (Table 1), 
most of which have been preserved in ecclesiastical 
archives.3 The great majority are records of land 
transactions but there is a significant proportion of dispute 
records – 1039 before AD 1099. Charters survive in large 
numbers from the tenth century onwards, which reflects 
the accumulation of land in the hands of lay aristocrats 
and religious houses – most notably monasteries, and also 
cathedrals –, and also the fact that most charters have 
been preserved in the archives of some of the latter. Many 
were copied in cartularies and single-sheets in response 
to later patrimonial and political interests, and were 
manipulated as a result – forgeries were also produced. 
Fortunately, contemporary and near contemporary records 
in parchment survive in significant numbers, which has 
allowed scholars to study scribal practice at the time 

and to assess how texts were modified by later copyists 
(Fernández Flórez 2004). There is also a significant amount 
of lay charters, many of which were probably drafted by 
local priests, and a number of lay archives have been 
preserved as part of some ecclesiastical archives (Kosto 
2013), which provides a window on scribal and archival 
practice beyond the realm of the main monasteries. 
Recent research has further delved into the rationales that 
guided the preservation of charters and the compilation of 
cartularies in later centuries (Escalona & Sirantoine 2013). 
We thus have the empirical and methodological means to 
confront, even if partially, the monastic bias of the corpus, 
and to better evaluate the scope of the conclusions that 
can be drawn from its analysis.

The study of the commons faces more specific 
concerns. Most recorded transactions concern individual 
or family holdings and leave most collective dimensions 
of social life in the shadow. Nonetheless, it is clear from 
the appurtenance clauses, however formulaic, with which 
individual holdings are described in the charters that 
households shared access to certain resources within their 
local and supra-local territories, such as waters, woods 
and pasture lands (Larrea 2008: 186–188).5 Such clauses 
are attested all throughout NW Iberia, from the coast 
to the inland, in low-lying and mountainous areas. The 
provisions of the Fuero de León, issued in 1017, associate 
vicinity and use rights. In this, they are consistent with the 
chartes – and indeed a number of later charters refer to 
the Fuero on this matter (Estepa Díez 2012). Theoretically, 
shared resources could be used individually or by individual 
families (cf. Bonaldes Cortés 2007; Narbarte et al. 2021; 
Stagno 2017), though this does not mean that there were 
no shared notions and norms regulating their use (Sánchez 
León 2007). In eastern Castile, La Rioja, and Navarre, 

CASTILE LEÓN4 GALICIA NAVARRE PORTUGAL TOTAL (PER 50-YEAR SPAN)

700–749 0 (0) 0 (0) 3 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 3 (0)

750–799 0 (0) 5 (0) 8 (0) 1 (0) 0 (0) 14 (0)

800–849 6 (0) 13 (1) 14 (1) 5 (0) 1 (0) 39 (2)

850–899 8 (1) 49 (4) 62 (14) 14 (1) 6 (2) 139 (22)

900–949 104 (12) 488 (30) 216 (28) 65 (3) 55 (12) 928 (85)

950–999 238 (11) 876 (83) 341 (65) 83 (2) 144 (16) 1682 (177)

1000–1049 175 (12) 1077 (171) 314 (88) 229 (12) 237 (61) 2032 (344)

1050–1099 462 (25) 1401 (146) 330 (68) 983 (60) 781 (110) 3957 (409)

Total (per region) 993 (61) 3909 (435) 1288 (264) 1380 (78) 1224 (201)

Total n. of charters 8794 (1039)

Table 1 Chronological and regional distribution of charters for NW Iberia before AD 1099. Numbers of judicial records are indicated in brackets. 
Data: PRJ (http://prj.csic.es/) [Date accessed: 25/05/2021].

http://prj.csic.es/
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charters sometimes include information about the rules 
that regulated intercommoning in certain pasture lands 
(Larrea 2007b). Evidence for collective work is rare but not 
absent. In 940, the inhabitants of Villambrosa (Castile), 
gathered at the behest of Bishop Diego to clear a land 
(Larrea 2007a: 333). The intervention of the bishop and the 
fact that the land was cleared on behalf of a local church 
should not lead us to downplay the relevance of collective 
action and local institutions. Seigneurial domination over 
commons was not incompatible with local collective 
arrangements (Carvajal Castro 2017c; Gómez Gómez & 
Martín Viso 2021; Justo Sánchez & Martín Viso 2020), and 
lay aristocrats and monasteries could mediate collective 
action and institutions in some localities (Davies 2016: 
219–226).

Some terms are known to identify commons, or at least 
collectively held resources. That, for example, is the case 
of serna, which designates fields seemingly cultivated 
individually in strips but held or managed collectively. 
Sernas were once thought to be newly ploughed lands 
in marginal areas, and were interpreted as an expression 
of agricultural expansion (Botella Pombo 1988; García de 
Cortázar 1980). More recent research has shown that many 
were deeply integrated into local agrarian landscapes and 
practice (Carvajal Castro 2017c; Gómez Gómez & Martín 
Viso 2021), while a more profound understanding of 
temporary cultivation in the wastelands has challenged 
linear narratives of agricultural growth (Larrea 2015). 
Access to water was also organised in shares, and related 
infrastructures such as mills and canals were held in 
common (Davies 2012), even if use was individually 
realised and shares could be alienated. For example, a man 
called Ordoño Adefónsiz granted the monastery of Piasca 
his turn to use a mill on Wednesdays (Mínguez 1976: doc. 
305, AD 980). Other types of commons are also identified 
in the record, such as the orchards and flax fields owned 
by the council of Marialba (León) (Sáez 1987: doc. 184, AD 
944) or the salt pans that the people of Salnés (Galicia) 
exploited collectively – even if under lordly control (Sáez & 
González de la Peña 2004, doc. 59, AD 956). The amount 
of information available is allowing for significant database 
analyses of the different types of commons recorded, their 
geographical and chronological distribution, their position 
in relation to other known features of the local landscapes, 
as well as of how different actors related to and engaged 
with them.6

Finally, disputes over the appropriation and management 
of collectively held resources provide fundamental 
information about commons (Pastor, 1980; Carvajal Castro 
et al. 2020).7 Most dispute records were produced by 
religious houses and ecclesiastics on their own behalf or on 
behalf of lay aristocrats to account either for their victories 

in court or for the benefits they obtained from the exercise 
of justice. They thus offer a partial and partisan view of 
those conflicts. Nonetheless, they are sufficiently diverse 
(Alfonso 2013; Davies 2016) and our understanding of the 
workings of justice (Davies 2016) and of the strategies and 
discourses of the disputing parties (Alfonso 1997a, 2004, 
2007) is sufficiently well-developed to allow us to see 
through the aristocratic and ecclesiastical biases. 

AVENUES FOR DIALOGUE

The extant sources do not provide empirical grounds to 
engage with historiographical debates on the commons 
such as those sparked by E. Ostrom’s (1990: 88–102) 
‘design principles’ on issues such as their sustainability (De 
Moor et al. 2002), success (De Keyzer 2018), and resilience 
(Curtis 2013). However, critical institutional analysis 
provides a number of avenues for dialogue, particularly 
with regards to the multifunctional, socially embedded 
nature of institutions and the weight of social inequalities 
and power relations in their configuration and functioning; 
the role of conflict in the definition of norms and their 
transformation over time; and the discursive practices 
aimed at legitimising specific institutional arrangements 
(Cleaver 2012; Cleaver & de Koning 2015).

COMMONS, PEASANTS, AND LORDS
One of the merits of De Moor’s (2008, 2015) ‘silent 
revolution’ model was to link the development of the 
commons to the broader socioeconomic transformations 
associated to the development of market economies. To do 
justice to this approach, if we are to admit that commons 
might have been more relevant in earlier periods than has 
often been acknowledged, and also wish to establish both 
fruitful historical comparisons and a more comprehensive 
understanding of long-term transformations, we must 
then conceptualise and analyse the role of commons in the 
socioeconomic systems dominant in Europe in the early 
Middle Ages. 

Feudalism readily comes to mind, though at earlier 
stages a peasant mode of production may have prevailed 
in those regions that largely escaped seigneurial and state 
control, including some in NW Iberia. As defined by C. 
Wickham (2005: 536–537), the peasant mode of production 
would characterise situations in which producers do not 
give surplus – at least not systematically – to landowners 
or lords. It identifies the individual household as the basic 
production unit, considering the ties between individual 
units as resulting from mutual support materialised at the 
level of goods exchange. The possibility of whole villages 
collaborating in production is contemplated but dismissed 
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as rare. The possibility that local collective institutions, even 
scarcely formalised ones, could regulate access and the 
use of certain natural resources and thus affect productive 
practices is not considered. 

The peasant mode of production is a useful heuristic 
tool but needs to be qualified (Tejerizo-García 2020). In as 
much as peasants relied on mixed-farming which, in turn, 
depended upon the use of shared resources, we must at 
least contemplate the possibility that agrarian production 
and the reproduction of peasant societies — both individual 
households and larger groups — were based on a variety 
of practices combining the exploitation of individual 
holdings and natural resources whose use was collectively 
regulated, even if individually realised depending on the 
specific needs of each peasant family (Chayanov 1966). On 
this basis, produce, in whatever form – such as the different 
‘funds’ defined by E. Wolf (1966) – should be considered 
as the outcome of mixed practices bounding different 
activities and resources together. For example, seasonal 
pasturing could forge a link between cultivated lands and 
common pasture, with livestock providing foodstuff but 
also manuring and traction power. Similarly, common 
woods would have been a source of fuel and building 
material for each individual household.

One of such funds, rent, remains central in definitions 
of feudalism in socioeconomic terms. Feudal relations of 
production are usually identified with landowners and lords 
coercively taking rent or tribute from tenants (Bloch 1949: 
610; Duby 1953: 643; Haldon 1993; Wickham 2005: 535–
536). The underlying assumption is that rent derived from 
agricultural production in holdings worked individually 
by peasants or peasant families. It is also admitted, 
though, that this need not entail direct control over labour 
processes (Wickham 2000). The fact that the definition is 
not restrictive in that regard allows us to think of rent not 
just as the direct outcome of agricultural production, as 
if this was detached from other productive activities, but 
rather as part of the outcome of intricate labour processes 
combining multiple resources and forms of appropriation 
and exploitation. 

Moreover, lordship was not necessarily based on 
land ownership. It could adopt other forms, including 
extensive domination over multifunctional landscapes 
from which a variety of products could be exacted as 
tribute (Faith 2009). In this regard, the commons could 
be instrumental in facilitating lordly exactions (cf. Bhaduri 
1991). Also, lordly control over commons could constrain 
the capacity of peasant units to make use of resources that 
were central for their reproduction in economic, political, 
and symbolic terms (Pascua Echegaray 2011; Sandström 
et al. 2017). Such control can be regarded as one of the 
basis of seigneurial and royal domination. At the same 

time, acquiring the capacity to grant access to particular 
resources could enhance the authority of lords and kings 
(Martín Viso 2020a; cf. Sikor & Lund 2009), which was one 
ways in which commons fed directly into polity building 
processes. Ultimately, then, there is room for including the 
commons into a broader definition of the feudal relations 
of production (Banaji 2010).

COMMONS AND PROPERTY
In both the peasant and the feudal modes of production, 
therefore, the commons can be regarded as central 
to agrarian production, to the biological and social 
reproduction of individual peasant households, and to 
the articulation and reproduction of social relations of 
production. This last aspect begs a further question: 
how were relationships between different, potentially 
competing actors articulated around commons? Accounts 
on NW Iberia to date have tended to focus on conflicts over 
the ownership of commons (Pastor 1980) but more nuance 
can be achieved by introducing further theoretical notions 
from commons and property scholars.

Early medieval historians, including those working 
on early medieval NW Iberia, have long acknowledged 
that different actors could have different capacities 
with regards to land. Proprietas, as ownership, is often 
distinguished from possessio, as the effective capacity to 
make use of it (Sánchez-Albornoz 1976: 635–639; cf. De 
Moor et al. 2002: 23). The distinction is not merely heuristic: 
dispute records from NW Iberia show that these two 
dimensions were distinguished as the matter of conflict 
by actors at the time (Alfonso 1997b). For the commons, 
however, a more complex analytical framework must be 
considered, as other types of actors and capacities need 
to be accounted for. Indeed, based on later evidence, 
we should expect disputes to focus not on the commons 
as such, but rather on the specific capacities claimed by 
different actors (cf. Warde 2002: 200). To address this 
issue, I will here assume E. Schlager and E. Ostrom’s (1992) 
conceptualisation of property as a point of departure. They 
define property as a bundle of rights comprising access, 
withdrawal, management, exclusion, and alienation. I will 
here characterise them as ‘capacities’ rather than ‘rights’ 
as a means to account for the fact that they were not – 
or not only – normatively defined but rather dependant on 
the relationships and balances of forces between different 
actors (Galik & Jagger 2015; Ribot & Peluso 2003). 

The applicability of this analytical framework can be 
evidenced through the analysis of a series of case studies 
(Figure 1). A case in point is a dispute between the monks 
of Pardomino and a series of local communities from their 
surroundings over a vast mountain area north of León (Sáez 
1987: doc. 184, AD 944). Both parties claimed full ownership, 

https://doi.org/10.5334/ijc.1109
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and the dispute was settled by dividing the area into two 
halves, though further conditions were introduced that 
affected aspects other than access, exclusion and alienation. 
The local communities’ withdrawal and management 
capacities were limited, as they were not allowed to plough 
lands and use the existing mills or build new ones in their 
designated half. The contingency of such arrangements 
– in as much as they were dependant on the specific 
balance of forces between the implicated parties at any 
given time – is demonstrated by a later charter that shows 
that at least some among the locals continued to plough 
lands in that area (Sáez & Sáez 1987: doc. 290, AD 955). 
Access and management restrictions are usually central 
in cases presented as land invasions, as in that of the two 
men who were accused of breaching into the lands of the 
monastery of Santa Marina de Valdoré and clearing a field 
(Fernández Flórez & Herrero de la Fuente 1999: doc. 43, AD 
997). A woman called Trudildi, for her part, had the limits of 
Santa María (Verín, Galicia) perambulated in order to assert 
her control over lands that the inhabitants of a number of 
nearby localities were using (Andrade et al. 1995, doc. 95, 
AD 950/951). Other cases show that withdrawal capacities 

could be preserved even if lands were alienated, as by 
reserving the capacity to collect wood (Sáez & Sáez 1987: 
doc. 285, AD 955). Correspondingly, unauthorised collection 
could be fined (Ruiz Asencio 1987: doc. 590, AD 999).

Importantly, restrictions were not only imposed from 
above, as local individuals and groups could effectively 
resist seigneurial impositions and even prevent lords 
from realising their claims (Carvajal Castro 2019). Social 
differences and inequalities between local actors also 
informed individual capacities over natural resources. 
A telling case can be found in the charters from Covellas 
(León). In this locality, there were several water springs. 
While the capacity to withdraw water was shared, a local 
couple, Álvaro and María, seemingly enjoyed control over 
access to at least some springs. In 942, a woman sold them 
her share in a spring called Fonte Incalata in exchange for 
access to another spring in a place called Plano and the 
capacity to withdraw as much water as two carts could 
take (Sáez 1987: doc. 151, AD 942). Key for understanding 
this transaction is the realisation that Álvaro and María 
may have also controlled access to Fonte Incalata. Some 
years before they had granted the monks of Abellar the 

Figure 1 Location of cases cited in the text. Map created using QGIS. Basemap: IGN.
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capacity to take their livestock to the spring and withdraw 
water for the monks’ own needs (Sáez 1987: doc. 94, AD 
932). Ultimately, then, Álvaro and María resorted to their 
control over springs in order to advance their position vis-à-
vis their neighbours and to negotiate their relationship with 
a more powerful actor.

REGULATIONS AND POWER RELATIONS
Dispute records show how power relations and conflict 
between actors of very unequal social standing – as 
opposed to intra-community conflicts (cf. De Keyzer 2018: 
99) – shaped normative arrangements over access to 
and the use of certain resources and infrastructures. This 
is particularly apparent in a number of disputes revolving 
around the use of water to feed mills. During the first third 
of the tenth century, a group of heredes8 from San Juan 
de Vega (León), held such a dispute with the monastery 
of Santiago de Valdevimbre (Carvajal Castro et al. 2020: 
153–154; Sáez 1987: doc. 128, AD 938). The monks 
challenged the heredes’ right to access the channel feeding 
the mills, arguing that the latter had ceased to use it. The 
heredes replied that they had enjoyed continuous access 
for generations and that it had only been fortuitously 
interrupted as a result of a flood. The monks then 
challenged the heredes’ withdrawal capacity, arguing that 
the latter were depriving them of the water they were 
entitled to. Measurements made by royal delegates proved 
the monks wrong. In spite of this, the monastery was 
granted the capacity to request work from the heredes to 
maintain the dam. Ultimately, this long-standing dispute 
did not alter the parties access and withdrawal capacities, 
but introduced changes in management rules that 
reflected and also affected the unequal power relations 
between them. Similarly, as a result of a dispute between 
the religious community of San Martín de Villabáscones 
(Castile) and the local council, the members of the latter 
were granted the capacity to withdraw a certain amount 
of water from a canal on the condition that they would 
regularly clean it (Martínez Díez 1998: doc. 89, AD 956).

MULTI-FUNCTIONALITY, INSTITUTIONAL 
BRICOLAGE, AND DISCOURSE
As in the case of Villabáscones, in some regions, 
particularly in Castile and León, local councils regulated 
the appropriation and use of certain natural resources, 
and at the same time were central to the definition of 
local communities and identities. The charters tell us little 
about the composition of these local councils, other that it 
reflected social differences and inequalities at the local level. 
They served multiple purposes, including the formalisation 
of land transactions, the exercise of justice, and religious 
practice, among others (Carvajal Castro 2017b; Escalona 

2019). Local councils thus operated within complex, 
interrelated normative assemblages (Santos 1987). The 
last avenue for dialogue here considered is the recognition 
of the multi-functional nature of these institutions, and in 
relation to this the analysis of the practices of bricolage 
by means of which different actors articulated discourses 
in order to legitimise their claims over commons (Cleaver 
2012).

That was the case in the valley of Orbaneja (Castile). The 
valley hosted several local communities. The inhabitants 
of one of them were dependants of the monastery of San 
Pedro de Cardeña, which by the mid-eleventh century was 
apparently exploiting this position in order to graze its 
livestock in the valley pastures. The other local communities 
reacted by denying Cardeña’s vassals the capacity to graze 
livestock in the common pastures. The discussion, however, 
was not only about grazing. The record reveals that it 
was intertwined with further arguments about the duties 
owed by the locals, such as military obligations, which 
was in turn related to issues of status – military activity 
was an attribute of free, non-aristocratic individuals; the 
monastery’s dependants were exempt of such obligations, 
this being a trait of their serfdom. The capacity to use the 
common pastures was thus one among an integrated 
assemblage of duties and obligations that defined inclusion 
in, and exclusion from, the valley community, and with it 
identity and status (Escalona 2006a: 89–90). An analogous 
case in point relates to murders and their associated 
penalties. Local councils were liable for murders committed 
in their local territories when the perpetrators could not 
be identified. This entailed the payment of a fine called 
homicidium. Assuming the payment of the homicidium 
could be wielded as a means to claim associated capacities 
in the territory at stake, as we know that the monastery 
of San Millán de la Cogolla did in at least two occasions in 
the late eleventh century (Larrea 2007b; see also Escalona 
Forthcoming 2021).

Crucially, the capacities that different actors could claim 
were not necessarily defined within the same normative 
frameworks. For example, it has been observed that, in 
certain contexts, local groups resorted to ploughing, grazing 
cattle, and collecting fruits and woods to assert their 
land claims in the face of elite actors claiming title rights 
and land delimitations (Larrea Forthcoming 2021). The 
discourses articulated to legitimate the outcome of land 
disputes and conflicts over commons did not necessarily 
entail the imposition of one particular normative framework 
over another. For example, in 931 in León, a dispute over 
certain lands arose between the inhabitants of Manzaneda 
de Torío and Garrafe de Torío, on the one hand, and the 
monks of San Julián de Ruiforco de Torío, on the other. 
The people from Manzaneda and Garrafe argued that 
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they actually worked and exploited those lands, while the 
monks argued that they had royal diplomas granting them 
ownership. To settle the issue, the royal delegates made 
an inquest among the local elders. The monks won the 
case, but the legitimisation of their claims, as it emerged 
from the dispute, did not only rely on the royal grants they 
had. It also integrated the knowledge gathered through 
the inquest from the testimony of the local elders (Sáez 
1987: doc. 89, AD 931) This speaks of the monks’ need 
to integrate local knowledge and work their way through 
the local normative framework as a means to realise their 
more abstract claims, those deriving from royal grants.

CONCLUSION

This paper has argued for the need to integrate the early 
medieval centuries into broader debates on historical 
commons, and has identified a number of avenues for 
dialogue with historians working on later periods and 
other common scholars. It has focused on NW Iberia 
to show that a proper historical understanding of the 
commons in this region needs to situate them against the 
transformations triggered by the collapse of the Roman 
Empire. It has also argued that the written sources from 
NW Iberia provide sufficient evidence on the centrality of 
commons in local and supra-local territories and in the 
articulation of social relationships between actors at the 
local and the supra-local scales, and attest to the multi-
layered nature of commons and other local institutions. 
It has argued that while rule-centred approaches cannot 
be easily applied, a critical institutional approach, with its 
concern for socioeconomic and power inequalities, conflict, 
and discourses, may enhance our understanding of early 
medieval commons. The processes documented for NW 
Iberia have parallels elsewhere in Europe, albeit at different 
times during the early Middle Ages, and the written 
sources from other European regions provide comparable 
evidence. The approach here outlined could thus frame 
a broader comparative approach to Western Europe. The 
paper also suggests that such an approach can frame 
comparative analysis with later historical commons, and 
provide common ground for further theoretical debates 
with commons scholars. 

The empirical relevance of early medieval dispute records 
must also be highlighted. The written sources from early 
medieval NW Iberia seem particularly well-suited to further 
our understanding of how conflicts shaped and transformed 
commons in feudal contexts. Conflicts allow for contextual 
analyses of the commons in dispute; of the competing 
actors, the relationships between them, and their strategies 
and discourses; and of the outcomes of the disputes (Ratner 

et al., 2013; Ratner et al. 2017). From this perspective, the 
role of conflict in the reproduction and transformation of the 
commons and other local institutional arrangements can be 
assessed (cf. Coleman & Mwangi 2015; Knight 1992; Ogilvie 
2007). More particularly, and with regards to more specific 
historiographical concerns, conflicts operate as a prism 
through which peasant agency and disputing strategies and 
discourses can be analysed. A shared theoretical framework 
has the potential to develop further comparative work on 
peasant forms of collective action from a broader historical 
perspective (McDonagh & Griffin 2016).

NOTES
1. I follow R. Chapman (2003) in his theoretical characterization of 

social complexity.

2. Most relevant for the early medieval period are the contributions 
made in the context of two research projects, “Local spaces and 
social complexity: the medieval roots of a twentieth-century 
debate (ELCOS)” (Ministerio de Economía y Competitividad, Spain, 
Ref. HAR2016-76094-C4-1-R), led by Margarita Fernández Mier; and 
“Formación y dinámica de los espacios comunales ganaderos en el 
Noroeste de la península ibérica medieval: paisajes e identidades 
sociales en perspectiva comparada” (Ministerio de Economía 
y Competitividad, Spain, Ref. HAR2016-76094-C4-4-R), led by 
Iñaki Martín Viso and Pablo C. Díaz. As in other European regions, 
the archaeology of the commons, linked to the archaeology of 
mountain areas, has become a thriving field of research, though 
the focus remains on later centuries (e.g.: Fernández Mier & Quirós 
2015; Narbarte et al. 2021; Stagno 2017).

3. The surviving narrative sources and annals are few and have 
little bearing on the issue of commons. Laws are available for the 
Visigothic kingdom but cannot be taken as evidence of practice on 
the ground due to their level of generality and their prescriptive 
nature. Importantly, though, Visigothic law influenced how 
property was conceptualised and disputes were pursued in later 
centuries (Collins 1985; 1986), and thus needs to be considered 
when analysing how land claims were formulated. No laws were 
passed before the promulgation of the Fuero de León in 1017 (see 
below).

4. León includes Asturias and Cantabria (see Map 1 below).

5. To quote but one example: ‘Placuit nobis […] ut vinderemus vobis 
hereditate nostra propria […] terras, ortales, vineas, paludes, 
cortes, casas et sua aiacentia, nostra porcione in montes, in fontes’ 
(‘We agreed […] to sell you our hereditas […] arable lands, orchards, 
vineyards, marshes, farms, houses with their appurtenances, our 
share in pastures and in springs’) (Mínguez 1976, doc. 110, AD 
948). The term hereditas (lit. inheritance) refers both to inherited 
holdings and to the kind of property that granted community 
membership and access to commons.

6. This is the approach of the project “Formación y dinámica de los 
espacios comunales” (see n. 2).

7. Importantly for broader comparative purposes, they have parallels 
elsewhere in Europe (Wickham 2003, 2012).

8. Heredes (lit. ‘heirs’) can refer to group of coheirs bounded by ties 
of kinship, but also to a group of people enjoying shares in a given 
resource who were not necessarily kin.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

This work has been supported by a Marie Skłodowska-Curie 
Individual Fellowship: Project CLAIMS (Grant agreement 



347Carvajal Castro International Journal of the Commons DOI: 10.5334/ijc.1109

ID: 793095). The author is a member of the Research 
Group Grupo de Investigación en Arqueología Medieval, 
Patrimonialización y Paisajes Culturales (Gobierno Vasco, 
código IT1193–19). An earlier version was presented at 
the VIII Seminario de la Sociedad de Estudios de Historia 
Agraria (SEHA). I wish to thank the organisers for giving me 
the opportunity to discuss my work, and more particularly 
José-Miguel Lana Berasain, Julio Escalona, Isabel Alfonso, 
as well as the anonymous reviewers of the article, for 
engaging with the text and providing useful comments, 
suggestions, and critiques.

COMPETING INTERESTS

The author has no competing interests to declare.

AUTHOR AFFILIATION

Álvaro Carvajal Castro  orcid.org/0000-0003-3216-503X 

Consejo Superior de Investigaciones Científicas, ES

REFERENCES

Alfonso, I. (1997a). Campesinado y derecho: la vía legal de su 

lucha (Castilla y León, siglos X–XIII). Noticiario de Historia 

Agraria, 13, 15–31.

Alfonso, I. (1997b). Litigios por la tierra y ‘malfetrías’ entre la 

nobleza medieval. Hispania, 57(197), 917–955. DOI: https://

doi.org/10.3989/hispania.1997.v57.i197.673

Alfonso, I. (2004). La contestation paysanne face aux exigences 

de travail seigneuriales en Castille et Léon: Les formes et leur 

signification symbolique. In M. Bourin & P. Martínez Sopena 

(Eds.), Pour une anthropologie du prélèvement seigneurial 

dans les campagnes médiévales (XIe-XIVe siècles): réalités 

et représentations paysannes. Colloque tenu à Medina 

del Campo du 31 mai au 3 juin 2000 (pp. 291–320). Paris: 

Publications de la Sorbonne. DOI: https://doi.org/10.4000/

books.pumi.30908

Alfonso, I. (2007). La rhétorique de légitimation seigneuriale 

dans les fueros de León (XIe-XIIIe siècles). In M. Bourin 

& P. Martínez Sopena (Eds.), Pour une anthropologie du 

prélèvement seigneurial dans les campagnes de l’Occident 

médiéval (XIe-XIVe siècles). Les mots, les temps, les lieux (pp. 

229–252). Paris: Publications de la Sorbonne.

Alfonso, I. (2013). El formato de la información judicial en la Alta 

Edad Media peninsular. In J. Escalona & H. Sirantoine (Eds.), 

Chartes et cartulaires comme instruments de pouvoir. Espagne 

et Occident chrétien (VIIIe-XIIe siècles) (pp. 191–218). Toulouse: 

Editions Méridiennes, Université Toulouse le Mirail-CSIC.

Andrade Cernadas, J. M., Díaz Tie, M., & Pérez Rodríguez, F. J. 

(1995). O tombo de Celanova. Estudio introductorio, edición e 

índices (ss.IX–XII) (Vol. 1). Santiago de Compostela: Consello 

da Cultura Galega.

Ballesteros Arias, P., & Blanco-Rotea, R. (2009). Aldeas y 

espacios agrarios altomedievales en Galicia. In J. A. Quirós 

Castillo (Ed.), The Archaeology of Early Medieval Villages in 

Europe (pp. 115–135). Bilbao: Universidad del País Vasco. 

Banaji, J. (2010). Theory as History: Essays on Modes of Production 

and Exploitation. Leiden: Brill. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1163/

ej.9789004183681.i-406

Banham, D., & Faith, R. (2014). Anglo-Saxon Farms and Farming. 

Oxford: Oxford University Press. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1093/

acprof:oso/9780199207947.001.0001

Barnwell, P. S., & Mostert, M. (Eds.). (2003). Political Assemblies 

in the Earlier Middle Ages. Turnhout: Brepols. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1484/M.SEM-EB.6.09070802050003050103040106

Bassett, S. (Ed.). (1989). The Origins of Anglo-Saxon Kingdoms. 

Leicester: Leicester University Press. 

Beltrán Tapia, F. J. (2018). En torno al comunal en España. Una 

agenda de investigación llena de retos y promesas. In D. 

Soto Fernández & J. M. Lana Berasain (Eds.), Del pasado al 

futuro como problema. La historia agraria contemporánea 

española en el siglo XXI. (pp. 145–162). Zaragoza: Prensas de 

la Universidad de Zaragoza. 

Bhaduri, A. (1991). Economic power and productive efficiency 

in traditional agriculture. In B. Gustafsson (Ed.), Power and 

economic institutions (pp. 53–68). Aldershot: Edward Elgar. 

Bloch, M. (1949). La société féodal. La formation des liens de 

dépendence. Paris: Éditions Albin Michel. 

Bonaldes Cortés, J. (2007). Individualismo agrícola y comunidad rural 

en el Pirineo catalán y Andorra (siglos XVIII-XX). In R. Congost 

& J. M. Lana Berasain (Eds.), Campos cerrados, debates abiertos. 

Análisis histórico y propiedad de la tierra en Europa (siglos XVI–XIX) 

(pp. 141–172). Pamplona: Universidad Pública de Navarra.

Botella Pombo, E. (1988). La serna: ocupación, organización 

y explotación del espacio en la Edad Media (800–1250). 

Santander: Tantin.

Bougard, F., Feller, L., & Le Jan, R. (Eds.). (2006). Les 

élites au Haut Moyen Âge. Crises et renouvellements. 

Turnhout: Brepols. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1484/M.HAMA-

EB.6.09070802050003050202070202

Carvajal Castro, Á. (2017a). Bajo la máscara del regnum. La 

monarquía asturleonesa en León (854–1037). Madrid: CSIC. 

Carvajal Castro, Á. (2017b). Local meetings and meeting places 

in early medieval León. Early Medieval Europe, 25(2), 186–207. 

DOI: https://doi.org/10.1111/emed.12200 

Carvajal Castro, Á. (2017c). Prácticas colectivas y gestión de los 

espacios agrarios en la Alta Edad Media: una perspectiva 

comparada desde Irlanda y el noroeste de la península 

Ibérica. Historia Agraria, 73, 151–183. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.26882/HistAgrar.073E06c

http://orcid.org/0000-0003-3216-503X
https://doi.org/10.3989/hispania.1997.v57.i197.673
https://doi.org/10.3989/hispania.1997.v57.i197.673
https://doi.org/10.4000/books.pumi.30908
https://doi.org/10.4000/books.pumi.30908
https://doi.org/10.1163/ej.9789004183681.i-406
https://doi.org/10.1163/ej.9789004183681.i-406
https://doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780199207947.001.0001
https://doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780199207947.001.0001
https://doi.org/10.1484/M.SEM-EB.6.09070802050003050103040106
https://doi.org/10.1484/M.SEM-EB.6.09070802050003050103040106
https://doi.org/10.1484/M.HAMA-EB.6.09070802050003050202070202
https://doi.org/10.1484/M.HAMA-EB.6.09070802050003050202070202
https://doi.org/10.1111/emed.12200 
https://doi.org/10.26882/HistAgrar.073E06c
https://doi.org/10.26882/HistAgrar.073E06c


348Carvajal Castro International Journal of the Commons DOI: 10.5334/ijc.1109

Carvajal Castro, Á. (2019). Resistencias campesinas en el 

noroeste ibérico altomedieval: confrontando la tragedia. 

Revista de Historia Jerónimo Zurita, 95, 13–33. 

Carvajal Castro, Á. (2020). Collective action and local leaderships in 

early medieval North-Western Iberia. Ninth-Eleventh centuries. 

In J. A. Quirós Castillo (Ed.), Social inequality in Early Medieval 

Europe: Local societies and beyond (pp. 281–299). Turnhout: 

Brepols. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1484/M.HAMA-EB.5.118455

Carvajal Castro, Á., Escalona, J., Martín Viso, I., & Santos 

Salazar, I. (2020). Collective action in local contexts in the 

Kingdom of León (9th–11th centuries): An exploration of the 

charter evidence. In J. A. Quirós Castillo (Ed.), Archaeology and 

History of Peasantries 1: From the Late Prehistory to the Middle 

Ages (pp. 149–161). Bilbao: Universidad del País Vasco. 

Castellanos, S., & Martín Viso, I. (2005). The local articulation 

of central power in the north of the Iberian Peninsula. Early 

Medieval Europe, 13(1), 1–42. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1111/

j.1468-0254.2005.00147.x

Chapman, R. (2003). Archaeologies of Complexity. Londres: 

Routledge. DOI: https://doi.org/10.4324/9780203451779

Chayanov, A. V. (1966). The Theory of Peasant Economy. 

Homewood, ILL: The American Economic Association. 

Cleaver, F. (2012). Development Through Bricolage. Rethinking 

Institutions for Natural Resource Management. London: 

Routledge. 

Cleaver, F., & de Koning, J. (2015). Furthering critical 

institutionalism. International Journal of the Commons, 9(1), 

1–18. DOI: https://doi.org/10.18352/ijc.605

Coleman, E. A., & Mwangi, E. (2015). Conflict, cooperation, and 

institutional change on the commons. American Journal of 

Political Science, 59(4), 855–865. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1111/

ajps.12137

Collins, R. (1985). ‘Sicut lex Gothorum continet’: Law and 

charters in ninth- and tenth-Century León and Catalonia. 

English Historical Review, 100(396), 489–512. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1093/ehr/C.CCCXCVI.489

Collins, R. (1986). Visigothic law and regional custom in disputes 

in early medieval Spain. In W. Davies & P. Fouracre (Eds.), The 

Settlement of Disputes in Early Medieval Europe (pp. 85–104). 

Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1017/CBO9780511562310.007

Costambeys, M., Innes, M., & MacLean, S. (2011). The Carolingian 

World. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. DOI: https://

doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511973987

Curtis, D. R. (2013). Tine De Moor’s ‘Silent Revolution’. 

Reconsidering her theoretical framework for explaining the 

emergence of institutions for the collective management of 

resources. International Journal of the Commons, 7(1), 209–

229. DOI: https://doi.org/10.18352/ijc.354

Davies, W. (2012). Water Mills and Cattle Standards: Probing the 

Economic Comparison between Ireland and Spain in the Early 

Middle Ages. H.M. Chadwick Memorial Lectures 21. Cambridge: 

Department of Anglo-Saxon, Norse and Celtic. University of 

Cambridge. 

Davies, W. (2016). Windows on Justice in Northern Iberia, 

800–1000. London: Routledge. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.4324/9781315547084

De Keyzer, M. (2018). Inclusive Commons and the 

Sustainability of Peasant Communities in the Medieval 

Low Countries. Abingdon: Routledge. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.4324/9781315167060

De Moor, T. (2008). The Silent Revolution: A new perspective 

on the emergence of commons, guilds, and other forms of 

corporate collective action in Western Europe. International 

Review of Social History, 53, 179–212. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1017/S0020859008003660

De Moor, T. (2015). The Dilemma of the Commoners. 

Understanding the Use of Common-Pool Resources in Long-

Term Perspective. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 

DOI: https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781139135450

De Moor, T., Laborda Pemán, M., Lana Berasain, J. M., Van 

Weeren, R., & Winchester, A. J. L. (2016). Ruling the 

commons. Introducing a new methodology for the analysis 

of historical commons. International Journal of the Commons, 

10(2), 529–588. DOI: https://doi.org/10.18352/ijc.760

De Moor, T., Shaw-Taylor, L., & Warde, P. (2002). Comparing the 

historical commons of north west Europe. An introduction. 

In T. De Moor, L. Shaw-Taylor, & P. Warde (Eds.), The 

management of common land in north west Europe, c. 

1500–1850 (pp. 15–31). Turnhout: Brepols. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1484/M.CORN-EB.5.105947

Devroey, J.-P., & Schroeder, N. (2012). Beyond royal estates 

and monasteries: landownership in the early medieval 

Ardennes. Early Medieval Europe, 20(1), 39–69. DOI: https://

doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-0254.2011.00334.x

Duby, G. (1953). La société aux XIe et XIIe siècles dans la région 

mâconnaise. Paris: S.E.V.P.E.N. 

Duby, G. (1973). Guerriers et paysans. VII–XII siècle: premier essor 

de l’économie européenne. París: Gallimard. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.14375/NP.9782070284139

Escalona, J. (2001). Jerarquización social y organización del 

espacio. Bosques y pastizales en la Sierra de Burgos (siglos X–

XII). In J. Gómez-Pantoja (Ed.), Los rebaños de Gerión. Pastores 

y trashumancia en Iberia antigua y medieval (pp. 109–137). 

Madrid: Casa de Velázquez.

Escalona, J. (2006a). Mapping scale change: hierarchization and 

fission in Castilian rural communities during the tenth and 

eleventh centuries. In W. Davies, G. Halsall, & A. Reynolds 

(Eds.), People and Space in the Middle Ages (pp. 143–166). 

Turnhout: Brepols. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1484/M.SEM-

EB.3.3751

Escalona, J. (2006b). Patrones de fragmentación territorial: el fin 

del mundo romano en la Meseta del Duero. In U. Espinosa 

Ruiz & S. Castellanos (Eds.), Comunidades locales y dinámicas 

https://doi.org/10.1484/M.HAMA-EB.5.118455
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-0254.2005.00147.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-0254.2005.00147.x
https://doi.org/10.4324/9780203451779
https://doi.org/10.18352/ijc.605
https://doi.org/10.1111/ajps.12137
https://doi.org/10.1111/ajps.12137
https://doi.org/10.1093/ehr/C.CCCXCVI.489
https://doi.org/10.1093/ehr/C.CCCXCVI.489
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511562310.007
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511562310.007
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511973987
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511973987
https://doi.org/10.18352/ijc.354
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315547084
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315547084
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315167060
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315167060
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0020859008003660
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0020859008003660
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781139135450
https://doi.org/10.18352/ijc.760
https://doi.org/10.1484/M.CORN-EB.5.105947
https://doi.org/10.1484/M.CORN-EB.5.105947
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-0254.2011.00334.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-0254.2011.00334.x
https://doi.org/10.14375/NP.9782070284139
https://doi.org/10.14375/NP.9782070284139
https://doi.org/10.1484/M.SEM-EB.3.3751
https://doi.org/10.1484/M.SEM-EB.3.3751


349Carvajal Castro International Journal of the Commons DOI: 10.5334/ijc.1109

de poder en el norte de la Península Ibérica durante la 

Antigüedad Tardía (pp. 165–199). Logroño: Universidad de la 

Rioja. 

Escalona, J. (2019). Community meetings in early medieval 

Castile. In J. Carroll, A. Reynolds, & B. Yorke (Eds.), Power 

and Place in Europe in the Early Middle Ages (pp. 216–237). 

Oxford: Oxford University Press. DOI: https://doi.org/10.5871/

bacad/9780197266588.003.0010

Escalona, J. (Forthcoming 2021). One monk, one donkey, one 

dead man: contexts for a homicide in a tenth-century 

Sahagún charter. In I. Alfonso, J. M. Andrade Cernadas, & A. E. 

Marques (Eds.), Records and Processes of Dispute Settlement 

in Early Medieval Societies: Iberia and its European Context. 

Leiden: Brill. 

Escalona, J., & Sirantoine, H. (Eds.). (2013). Chartes et cartulaires 

comme instruments de pouvoir. Espagne et Occident chrétien 

(VIIIe-XIIe siècles). Madrid: CNRS – Université de Toulouse-Le 

Mirail – CSIC. DOI: https://doi.org/10.4000/books.pumi.30743

Escalona, J., Vestéinsson, O., & Brookes, S. (Eds.). (2019). Polity 

and Neighbourhood in Early Medieval Europe. Turnhout: 

Brepols. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1484/M.TMC-EB.5.116089

Estepa Díez, C. (2012). Propiedad agraria y dependencia campesina: 

en torno a la ‘heredad de foris’. In B. Arízaga Bolumburu, J. Á. 

Solórzano Telechea, D. Mariño Veiras, C. Díez Herrera, E. Peña 

Bocos, S. Guijarro González, & J. Añíbarro Rodríguez (Eds.), 

Mundos medievales: espacios, sociedades y poder: homenaje al 

profesor José Ángel García de Cortázar y Ruiz de Aguirre, Vol. 1 

(pp. 489–498). Santander: Universidad de Cantabria. 

Faith, R. (2009). Forces and relations of production in early 

medieval England. Journal of Agrarian Change, 9(1), 23–41. 

DOI: https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1471-0366.2009.00194.x

Farjam, M., De Moor, T., van Weeren, R., Forsman, A., Dehkordi, 

M. A. E., Ghorbani, A., & Bravo, G. (2020). Shared patterns in 

long-term dynamics of commons as institutions for collective 

action. International Journal of the Commons, 14(1), 78–90. 

DOI: https://doi.org/10.5334/ijc.959

Fernández Fernández, J. (2017). Arqueología de una aldea 

medieval y su espacio agrario: Villanueva de Santo Adriano 

(Asturias, noroeste de la península Ibérica). Historia Agraria, 

72, 69–106. DOI: https://doi.org/10.26882/HistAgrar.072E03f

Fernández Flórez, J. A. (2004). La huella de los copistas en los 

cartularios leoneses. In Orígenes de las lenguas romances en 

el reino de León: siglos IX–XIII (pp. 159–228). León: Centro de 

Estudios e Investigación San Isidoro.

Fernández Flórez, J. A., & Herrero de la Fuente, M. (1999). 

Colección documental del monasterio de Santa María de Otero 

de las Dueñas, vol. 1 (854–1108). León: Centro de Estudios e 

Investigación San Isidoro. 

Fernández Mier, M. (2011). Changing scales of local power in 

the early medieval Iberian North-West. In J. Escalona & A. 

Reynolds (Eds.), Scale and Scale Change in the Early Middle 

Ages. Exploring Landscape, Local Society and the World 

Beyond (pp. 87–117). Turnhout: Brepols. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1484/M.TMC-EB.3.4769

Fernández Mier, M. (2016). An archaeological approach to the 

Brañas: Summer farms in the pastures of the Cantabrian 

Mountains (northern Spain). In J. Collis, M. Pearce, & F. Nicolis 

(Eds.), Summer Farms. Seasonal exploitation of the uplands 

from prehistory to the present (pp. 203–220). Sheffield: J.R. 

Collis Publications. 

Fernández Mier, M. (2018). El paisaje rural medieval: del estudio 

de los dominios monásticos a la arqueología agraria. In D. 

Soto Fernández & J. M. Lana Berasain (Eds.), Del pasado al 

futuro como problema. La historia agraria contemporánea 

española en el siglo XXI. (pp. 37–59). Zaragoza: Prensas de la 

Universidad de Zaragoza. 

Fernández Mier, M., Aparicio Martínez, P., González Álvarez, 

D., Fernández Fernández, J., & Alonso González, P. 

(2013). La formación de los paisajes agrarios del noroeste 

peninsular durante la Edad Media (siglos V al XII). Debates de 

Arqueología Medieval, 3, 359–374. 

Fernández Mier, M., & Quirós Castillo, J. A. (2015). El 

aprovechamiento de los espacios comunales en el 

noroeste de la Península Ibérica entre el período romano 

y el medieval. Il Capitale culturale. Studies on the Value of 

Cultural Heritage, 12, 689–717. DOI: https://doi.org/10.3368/

le.91.1.76

Fossier, R. (1982). Enfance de l’Europe: Xe-XIIe siècle : aspects 

économiques et sociaux. Paris: Presses Universitaires de 

France.

Galik, C. S., & Jagger, P. (2015). Bundles, duties, and rights: A 

revised framework for analysis of natural resource property 

rights regimes. Land Economics, 91(1), 76–90. 

García de Cortázar, J. Á. (1980). La serna, una etapa del proceso 

de ocupación y explotación del espacio. En la España 

Medieval, 1, 115–128.

García de Cortázar, J. Á., & Martínez Sopena, P. (2007). The 

Historiography of Medieval Society in Rural Spain. In I. Alfonso 

(Ed.), The rural history of medieval european societies. Trends 

and Perspectives (pp. 93–140). Turnhout: Brepols. DOI: https://

doi.org/10.1484/M.TMC-EB.3.4199

Gasparri, S. (2012). Italia longobarda. Il regno, i Franchi, il papato. 

Roma: Laterza. 

Gómez Gómez, J., & Martín Viso, I. (2021). Rationes y decimas: 

evidencias sobre la gestión de las sernas en el siglo XI en el 

Noroeste de la Península Ibérica. Espacio, Tiempo y Forma. 

Historia Medieval, 34, 359–382. DOI: https://doi.org/10.5944/

etfiii.34.2021.27808

Haldon, J. (1993). The State and the Tributary Mode of Production. 

Londres: Verso. 

Hall, K., Cleaver, F., Franks, T., & Maganga, F. (2014). Capturing 

critical institutionalism: A synthesis of key themes and 

debates. European Journal of Development Research, 26, 

71–86. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1057/ejdr.2013.48

https://doi.org/10.5871/bacad/9780197266588.003.0010
https://doi.org/10.5871/bacad/9780197266588.003.0010
https://doi.org/10.4000/books.pumi.30743
https://doi.org/10.1484/M.TMC-EB.5.116089
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1471-0366.2009.00194.x
https://doi.org/10.5334/ijc.959
https://doi.org/10.26882/HistAgrar.072E03f
https://doi.org/10.1484/M.TMC-EB.3.4769
https://doi.org/10.1484/M.TMC-EB.3.4769
https://doi.org/10.3368/le.91.1.76
https://doi.org/10.3368/le.91.1.76
https://doi.org/10.1484/M.TMC-EB.3.4199
https://doi.org/10.1484/M.TMC-EB.3.4199
https://doi.org/10.5944/etfiii.34.2021.27808
https://doi.org/10.5944/etfiii.34.2021.27808
https://doi.org/10.1057/ejdr.2013.48


350Carvajal Castro International Journal of the Commons DOI: 10.5334/ijc.1109

Hamerow, H. (2002). Early Medieval Settlements. The Archaeology 

of Rural Communities in North-West Europe, 400–900. Oxford: 

Oxford University Press. 

Henning, J. (2009). Revolution or relapse? Technology, agriculture, 

and early medieval archaeology in Germanic Central 

Europe. In G. Ausenda, P. Delogu, & C. Wickham (Eds.), The 

Langobards before the Frankish Conquest: an Ethnographic 

Perspective (pp. 149–173). Woodbridge: The Boydell Press. 

DOI: https://doi.org/10.1093/oso/9780199246977.001.0001

Horden, P., & Purcell, N. (2000). The Corrupting Sea. A Study of 

Mediterranean History. Oxford: Blackwell Publishing. 

Justo Sánchez, D., & Martín Viso, I. (2020). Territories and 

kingdom in the central Duero basin: the case of Dueñas 

(tenth–twelfth centuries). Journal of Medieval Iberian Studies, 

12(2), 177–198. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1080/17546559.2020

.1778764

Knight, J. (1992). Institutions and Social Conflict. Cambridge: 

Cambridge University Press. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1017/

CBO9780511528170

Kosto, A. J. (2013). ‘Sicut mos esse solet’: documentary 

practices in Christian Iberia, c. 700–1000. In W. C. Brown, 

M. Costambeys, M. Innes, & A. J. Kosto (Eds.), Documentary 

Culture and the Laity in the Early Middle Ages (pp. 259–282). 

Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1017/CBO9781139177993.010

Laborda Pemán, M., & De Moor, T. (2016). History and the 

commons: a necessary conversation. International Journal of the 

Commons, 10(2), 517–528. DOI: https://doi.org/10.18352/ijc.769

Larrea, J. J. (1998). La Navarre du IVe au XII siècle. Peuplement et 

société. Bruselas: De Boeck Université.

Larrea, J. J. (2007a). Construir iglesias, construir territorio: las dos 

fases altomedievales de San Román de Tobillas (Álava). In 

J. López Quiroga, A. M. Martínez Tejera, & J. Morín de Pablos 

(Eds.), Monasteria et Territoria. Elites, edilicia y territorio en el 

Mediterráneo medieval (siglos V–XI) (pp. 321–336). Oxford: B.A.R. 

Larrea, J. J. (2007b). Obispos efímeros, comunidades y homicidio 

en La Rioja Alta en los siglos X y XI. Brocar, 31, 177–200. DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.18172/brocar.1671

Larrea, J. J. (2008). De la invisibilidad historiográfica a la 

apropiación del territorio: aldeas y comunidades en la España 

cristiana (siglos X y XI). In J. I. de la Iglesia Duarte (Ed.), 

Cristiandad e Islam en la Edad Media hispana. XVIII Semana 

de Estudios Medievales (pp. 169–207). Logroño: Instituto de 

Estudios Riojanos. 

Larrea, J. J. (2015). Les cultures temporaires au sud du 

Duero (XIe-XVe siècle). In R. Viader & C. Rendu (Eds.), 

Cultures temporaires et féodalité: les rotations culturales et 

l’appropriation du sol dans l’Europe médiévale et moderne: 

actes des Journées Internationales d’Histoire de l’Abbaye de 

Flaran, 12 et 13 octobre 2012 (pp. 79–100). Toulouse: Presses 

Universitaires du Mirail. DOI: https://doi.org/10.4000/books.

pumi.9718

Larrea, J. J. (Forthcoming 2021). Lines Traced on Mountains: 

Delimitations and Territorial Disputes in the Western 

Pyrenees between the Ninth and Eleventh Centuries. In I. 

Alfonso, J. M. Andrade Cernadas, & A. E. Marques (Eds.), 

Records and Processes of Dispute Settlement in Early 

Medieval Societies: Iberia and its European Context. Leiden: 

Brill. 

Lindholm, K.-J., Sandström, E., & Ekman, A.-K. (2013). The 

archaeology of the commons. Journal of Archaeology and 

Ancient History, 10, 3–49. 

Loveluck, C. (2013). Northwest Europe in the Early Middle Ages, 

c. AD 600–1150. A Comparative Archaeology. Cambridge: 

Cambridge University Press. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1017/

CBO9781139794725

Marquette, J.-B. (Ed.). (1990). La croissance agricole du haut 

Moyen Âge. Chronologie, modalités, géographie. Dixièmes 

Journées internationales d’histoire, 9-10-11 septembre 1988. 

Auch: Centre culturel départemental de l’Abbaye de Flaran – 

Comité départemental de tourisme du Gers. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.4000/books.pumi.22647

Martín Viso, I. (2020a). Commons and the construction of power 

in the early Middle Ages: tenth-century León and Castile. 

Journal of Medieval History, 46(4), 373–395. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1080/03044181.2020.1784777

Martín Viso, I. (2020b). Territorios resilientes: mancomunales y 

concejos en el sur del Duero durante la Edad Media. Vínculos 

de Historia, 9, 226–245. 

Martín Viso, I., & Blanco González, A. (2016). Tumbas, parroquias 

y espacios ganaderos: configuración y evolución del paisaje 

medieval de la sierra de Ávila. Historia Agraria, 69, 11–41. 

Martín Viso, I., Rubio Díez, R., López Sáez, J. A., Ruiz Alonso, M., 

& Pérez Díaz, S. (2017). La formación de un nuevo paisaje en 

el centro de la península ibérica en el periodo posromano: el 

yacimiento de La Genestosa (Casillas de Flores, Salamanca). 

Archivo Español de Arqueología, 90, 7–28. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.3989/aespa.090.017.001

Martín Viso, I. (Ed.) (2016). The collapse of the early medieval 

European kingdoms (8th-9th centuries). Reti Medievali Rivista, 

16(2), 183–381.

Martín Viso, I. (Ed.) (2020c). La construcción de la territorialidad 

en la Alta Edad Media. Salamanca: Universidad de Salamanca.

Martínez Díez, G. (1998). Colección documental del monasterio 

de San Pedro de Cardeña. Burgos: Caja de Ahorros y Monte de 

Piedad del Círculo Católico de Obreros de Burgos. 

McCormick, F., Kerr, T. R., McClatchie, M., & O’Sullivan, A. (2014). 

Early Medieval Agriculture, Livestock and Cereal Production in 

Ireland, AD 400–1100. Oxford: BAR International Series 2647. 

DOI: https://doi.org/10.30861/9781407312866

McCormick, M. (2001). Origins of the European Economy. 

Communications and Commerce, AD300–900. Cambridge: 

Cambridge University Press. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1017/

CBO9781107050693

https://doi.org/10.1093/oso/9780199246977.001.0001
https://doi.org/10.1080/17546559.2020.1778764
https://doi.org/10.1080/17546559.2020.1778764
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511528170
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511528170
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781139177993.010
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781139177993.010
https://doi.org/10.18352/ijc.769
https://doi.org/10.18172/brocar.1671
https://doi.org/10.4000/books.pumi.9718
https://doi.org/10.4000/books.pumi.9718
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781139794725
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781139794725
https://doi.org/10.4000/books.pumi.22647
https://doi.org/10.4000/books.pumi.22647
https://doi.org/10.1080/03044181.2020.1784777
https://doi.org/10.1080/03044181.2020.1784777
https://doi.org/10.3989/aespa.090.017.001
https://doi.org/10.3989/aespa.090.017.001
https://doi.org/10.30861/9781407312866
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781107050693
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781107050693


351Carvajal Castro International Journal of the Commons DOI: 10.5334/ijc.1109

McDonagh, B., & Griffin, C. J. (2016). Occupy! Historical 

geographies of property, protest and the commons, 1500–

1850. Journal of Historical Geography, 53, 1–10. DOI: https://

doi.org/10.1016/j.jhg.2016.03.002

McKerracher, M. (2018). Farming transformed in Anglo-Saxon 

England. Oxford: Windgather Press. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.2307/j.ctv13gvg10

Mínguez, J. M. (1976). Colección Diplomática del monasterio 

de Sahagún (siglos IX y XI). León: Centro de Estudios e 

Investigación San Isidoro. 

Mínguez, J. M. (1980). El dominio del Monasterio de Sahagún en el 

siglo X: paisajes agrarios, producción y expansión económica. 

Salamanca: Universidad de Salamanca. 

Narbarte, J., Rodríguez-Lejarza, A., del Amo, E., Olazabal, A., 

Iriarte, E., & Quirós Castillo, J. A. (2021). Monte compartido, 

monte dividido. Apropiación y gestión de un paisajede 

montaña: Los seles de la sierra de Hernio (País Vasco), 

siglos XIV–XIX. Historia Agraria, 84, 1–33. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.26882/histagrar.084e04n

Ogilvie, S. (2007). ‘Whatever is, is right’? Economic institutions in 

pre-industrial Europe. Economic History Review, 60(4), 649–

684. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-0289.2007.00408.x

Oosthuizen, S. (2007). The Anglo-Saxon kingdom of Mercia and 

the origins and distribution of common fields. The Agricultural 

History Review, 55(2), 153–180. 

Oosthuizen, S. (2013a). Beyond hierarchy: the archaeology of 

collective governance. World Archaeology, 45(4), 714–729. 

DOI: https://doi.org/10.1080/00438243.2013.847634

Oosthuizen, S. (2013b). Tradition and Transformation in Anglo-

Saxon England. Archaeology, Common Rights and Landscape. 

London: Bloomsbury. 

Oosthuizen, S. (2016). Beyond hierarchy: Archaeology, common 

rights and social identity. World Archaeology, 48(3), 381–394. 

DOI: https://doi.org/10.1080/00438243.2016.1180261

Ostrom, E. (1990). Governing the Commons. The Evolution 

of Institutions for Collective Action. Cambridge: 

Cambridge University Press. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1017/

CBO9780511807763

Pantos, A., & Semple, S. (Eds.). (2004). Assembly Places and 

Practices in Medieval Europe. Dublin: Four Courts Press.

Pascua Echegaray, E. (2011). Communities and sustainability in 

medieval and early modern Aragon, 1200–1600. International 

Journal of the Commons, 5(2), 535–556. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.18352/ijc.304

Pastor, R. (1970). La lana en Castilla y León antes de la 

organización de la Mesta. Moneda y Crédito, 112, 363–390. 

Pastor, R. (1980). Resistencias y luchas campesinas en la época 

del crecimiento y consolidación de la formación feudal: Castilla 

y León, siglos X–XIII. Madrid: Siglo XXI. 

Peytremann, E. (2003). Archéologie de l’habitat rural dans le nord 

de la France du IVe au XIIe siècle. Saint-Germain-en-Laye: 

Association française d’Archéologie mérovingienne. 

Poly, J.-P., & Bournazel, É. (1980). La mutation féodale. Xe–XIIe 

siècles. París: Presses Universitaires de France. 

Quirós Castillo, J. A. (2011). Early medieval landscapes in north-

west Spain: local powers and communities, fifth–tenth 

centuries. Early Medieval Europe, 19(3), 285–311. DOI: https://

doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-0254.2011.00321.x

Quirós Castillo, J. A. (2020). Archaeology of early medieval 

peasantry in the Basque Country: Landscapes, economic 

trends and societal change in Álava. Historia Agraria, 82, 209–

243. DOI: https://doi.org/10.26882/histagrar.082e04q

Quirós Castillo, J. A., & Nicosia, C. (2019). Reconstructing 

Past Terraced Agrarian Landscapes in the Ebro Valley: 

The Deserted Village of Torrentejo, Basque Country, 

Spain. Geoarchaeology, 34(6), 684–697. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1002/gea.21730

Quirós Castillo, J. A., & Tejerizo-García, C. (2021). Filling the gap: 

Peasant Studies and the archaeology of medieval peasantry 

in light of the Northern Iberian evidence. Journal of Agrarian 

Change, 21(2), 377–395. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1111/

joac.12393

Quirós Castillo, J. A. (Ed.). (2009). The Archaeology of Early 

Medieval Villages in Europe. Bilbao: Universidad del País Vasco.

Quirós Castillo, J. A. (Ed.). (2012). Arqueología del campesinado 

medieval: la aldea de Zaballa. Zarautz: Servicio Editorial de la 

Universidad del País Vasco.

Quirós Castillo, J. A., & Olazabal, A. (Eds.). (2019). Arqueología 

de una comunidad campesina medieval: Zornoztegi (Álava). 

Bilbao: Universidad del País Vasco.

Rao, R., & Santos Salazar, I. (2019). Risorse di pubblico uso e 

beni comuni nell’Italia settentrionale: Lombardia, 569–1100. 

Studia Historica. Historia Medieval, 37(1), 29–51. DOI: https://

doi.org/10.14201/shhme20193712951

Ratner, B. D., Meinzen-Dick, R. S., May, C., & Haglund, E. (2013). 

Resource conflict, collective action, and resilience: an 

analytical framework. International Journal of the Commons, 

7(1), 183–208. DOI: https://doi.org/10.18352/ijc.276

Ratner, B. D., Meinzen-Dick, R. S., Hellin, J., Mapedza, E., Unruh, 

J., Veening, W., Haglund, E., May, C., & Bruch, C. (2017). 

Addressing conflict through collective action in natural 

resource management. International Journal of the Commons, 

11(2), 877–906. DOI: https://doi.org/10.18352/ijc.768

Reynolds, S. (1984). Kingdoms and Communities in Western 

Europe 900–1300. Oxford: Clarendon Press. 

Ribot, J., C., & Peluso, N. L. (2003). A theory of access. 

Rural Sociology, 68(2), 153–181. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1111/j.1549-0831.2003.tb00133.x

Rippon, S. (2008). Beyond the Medieval Village. Oxford: Oxford 

University Press. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1093/acprof:o

so/9780199203826.001.0001

Ruiz Asencio, J. M. (1987). Colección documental del archivo de la 

Catedral de León (775–1230). Vol. III (986–1031). León: Centro 

de Estudios e Investigación San Isidoro. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhg.2016.03.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhg.2016.03.002
https://doi.org/10.2307/j.ctv13gvg10
https://doi.org/10.2307/j.ctv13gvg10
https://doi.org/10.26882/histagrar.084e04n
https://doi.org/10.26882/histagrar.084e04n
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-0289.2007.00408.x
https://doi.org/10.1080/00438243.2013.847634
https://doi.org/10.1080/00438243.2016.1180261
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511807763
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511807763
https://doi.org/10.18352/ijc.304
https://doi.org/10.18352/ijc.304
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-0254.2011.00321.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-0254.2011.00321.x
https://doi.org/10.26882/histagrar.082e04q
https://doi.org/10.1002/gea.21730
https://doi.org/10.1002/gea.21730
https://doi.org/10.1111/joac.12393
https://doi.org/10.1111/joac.12393
https://doi.org/10.14201/shhme20193712951
https://doi.org/10.14201/shhme20193712951
https://doi.org/10.18352/ijc.276
https://doi.org/10.18352/ijc.768
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1549-0831.2003.tb00133.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1549-0831.2003.tb00133.x
https://doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780199203826.001.0001
https://doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780199203826.001.0001


352Carvajal Castro International Journal of the Commons DOI: 10.5334/ijc.1109

Sáez, C., & González de la Peña, M. V. (2004). La Coruña: fondo 

antiguo (788–1065). Alcalá de Henares: Universidad de  

Alcalá.

Sáez, E. (1987). Colección documental del archivo de la Catedral 

de León (775–1230). Vol. I (775–952). León: Centro de Estudios 

e Investigación San Isidoro. 

Sáez, E., & Sáez, C. (1987). Colección documental del archivo de la 

Catedral de León (775–1230). Vol. II (935–985). León: Centro 

de Estudios e Investigación San Isidoro. 

Sánchez-Albornoz, C. (1976). Repoblación del reino asturleonés. 

Proceso, dinámica y proyecciones. In C. Sánchez-Albornoz 

(Ed.), Viejos y nuevos estudios sobre las instituciones 

medievales españolas. Tomo II (pp. 581–790). Madrid: Espasa-

Calpe. 

Sánchez León, P. (2007). El poder de la comunidad. In A. 

Rodríguez (Ed.), El lugar del campesino. En torno a la obra de 

Reyna Pastor (pp. 331–358). Valencia: Publicaciones de la 

Universidad de Valencia. 

Sandström, E., Ekman, A.-K., & Lindholm, K.-J. (2017). 

Commoning in the periphery – The role of the commons for 

understanding rural continuities and change. International 

Journal of the Commons, 11(1), 508–531. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.18352/ijc.729

Santos, B. S. (1987). Law: A map of misreading. Toward a post-

modern conception of law. Journal of Law and Society, 14(3), 

279–302. DOI: https://doi.org/10.2307/1410186

Schlager, E., & Ostrom, E. (1992). Property-rights regimes and 

natural resources: A conceptual analysis. Land Economics, 

68(3), 249–262. DOI: https://doi.org/10.2307/3146375

Semple, S., & Sanmark, A. (2013). Assembly in North West 

Europe: collective concerns for early societies? European 

Journal of Archaeology, 16(3), 518–542. DOI: https://doi.org/1

0.1179/1461957113Y.0000000035

Sikor, T., & Lund, C. (2009). Access and property: A question of 

power and authority. Development and Change, 40(1), 1–22. 

DOI: https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-7660.2009.01503.x

Stagno, A. (2017). Archaeology and history of an uncertain space: 

Temporary cultivation between collective practices and 

private appropriation (Basque Country,15th-20th c.). Quaderni 

Storici, 52(2), 499–533.

Tejerizo-García, C. (2015). Arqueología del campesinado medieval 

en la cuenca del Duero (ss. V–VIII d.C.). Bilbao: Universidad del 

País Vasco. 

Tejerizo-García, C. (2020). The archaeology of the peasant 

mode of production. Peasant-based societies in central and 

northern Iberia during the Early Middle Ages. In J. A. Quirós 

Castillo (Ed.), Social Inequality in Early Medieval Europe. Local 

Societies and Beyond (pp. 331–354). Turnhout: Brepols. DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.1484/M.HAMA-EB.5.118457

Tente, C. (2020). Social complexity and local communities during 

the tenth century in central-northern Portugal. In J. A. Quirós 

Castillo (Ed.), Social Inequality in Early Medieval Europe. Local 

Societies and Beyond (pp. 149–163). Turnhout: Brepols. DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.1484/M.HAMA-EB.5.118449

Vigil-Escalera Guirado, A. (2007). Granjas y aldeas 

altomedievales al norte de Toledo (450–800 D.C.). Archivo 

Español de Arqueología, 80, 239–284. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.3989/aespa.2007.v80.35

Vigil-Escalera Guirado, A. (2019). Meeting places, markets, and 

churches in the countryside between Madrid and Toledo, 

Central Spain, c. AD 500–900. In J. Escalona Monge, O. 

Vésteinsson, & S. Brookes (Eds.), Polity and Neighbourhood 

in Early Medieval Europe. Turnhout: Brepols. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1484/M.TMC-EB.5.116719

Warde, P. (2002). Common rights and common lands in south-

west Germany. In T. De Moor, L. Shaw-Taylor, & P. Warde 

(Eds.), The management of common land in north west 

Europe, c. 1500–1850 (pp. 195–224). Turnhout: Brepols. DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.1484/M.CORN-EB.4.00179

Wickham, C. (1995). Comunità e clientele nella Toscana del XII secolo. 

Le origini del comune rurale nella Piana di Lucca. Roma: Viella. 

Wickham, C. (2000). Le forme del feudalesimo. In Il feudalesimo 

nell’alto medioevo, vol. 1 (Settimane di studio 47) (pp. 15–46). 

Spoleto: Centro Italiano di Studi Sull’Alto Medioevo.

Wickham, C. (2003). Space and society in early medieval 

peasant-conflicts. In Uomo e spazio nell´alto medioevo. 

50 Settimane di Studio del Centro Italiano di Studi sull´Alto 

Medioevo (Spoleto, 4–8 aprile, 2002) (pp. 551–585). Spoleto: 

Centro Italiano di Studi Sull’Alto Medioevo.

Wickham, C. (2005). Framing the Early Middle Ages. Europe 

and the Mediterranean, 400–800. Oxford: Oxford 

University Press. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1093/acprof:o

so/9780199264490.001.0001

Wickham, C. (2008). La cristalización de la aldea en la Europa 

Occidental (800–1100). In Movimientos migratorios, 

asentamientos y expansión (siglos VIII-XI). En el centenario del 

profesor José María Lacarra (1907–2007). XXXIV Semana de 

Estudios Medievales. Estella (16–20 de julio de 2007) (pp. 33–51). 

Pamplona: Gobierno de Navarra, Institución Príncipe de Viana. 

Wickham, C. (2012). Looking forward: peasant revolts in Europe, 

600–1200. In J. Firnhaber-Baker & D. Schoenaers (Eds.), The 

Routledge History Handbook of Medieval Revolt (pp. 155–167). 

Abingdon: Routledge.

Wolf, E. (1966). Peasants. Englewood Cliffs, NJ: Prentice-Hall. 

Yante, J.-M., & Bultot-Verleysen, A.-M. (Eds.). (2010). Autour du 

‘village’. Établissements humains, finages et communautés 

rurales entre Seine et Rhin (IVe–XIIIe siècles). Actes du 

colloque international de Louvain-la-Neuve (16–17 mai 2003). 

Turnhout: Brepols. 

Zeller, B., West, C., Tinti, F., Stoffella, M., Schroeder, N., van 

Rhijn, C., Patzold, S., Kohl, T., Davies, W., & Czock, M. (2020). 

Neighbours and strangers. Local societies in early medieval 

Europe. Manchester: Manchester University Press. DOI: 

https://€

https://doi.org/10.18352/ijc.729
https://doi.org/10.18352/ijc.729
https://doi.org/10.2307/1410186
https://doi.org/10.2307/3146375
https://doi.org/10.1179/1461957113Y.0000000035
https://doi.org/10.1179/1461957113Y.0000000035
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-7660.2009.01503.x
https://doi.org/10.1484/M.HAMA-EB.5.118457
https://doi.org/10.1484/M.HAMA-EB.5.118449
https://doi.org/10.3989/aespa.2007.v80.35
https://doi.org/10.3989/aespa.2007.v80.35
https://doi.org/10.1484/M.TMC-EB.5.116719
https://doi.org/10.1484/M.TMC-EB.5.116719
https://doi.org/10.1484/M.CORN-EB.4.00179
https://doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780199264490.001.0001
https://doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780199264490.001.0001
https://doi.org/10.7765/9781526139825


353Carvajal Castro International Journal of the Commons DOI: 10.5334/ijc.1109

TO CITE THIS ARTICLE:
Carvajal Castro, A. (2021). Early Medieval Commons? Or How the History of Early Medieval Europe Could Benefit from a Necessary 
Conversation: The Case From NW Iberia. International Journal of the Commons, 15(1), pp. 338–353. DOI: https://doi.org/10.5334/ijc.1109

Submitted: 20 February 2021     Accepted: 06 August 2021     Published: 17 September 2021

COPYRIGHT: 
© 2021 The Author(s). This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International 
License (CC-BY 4.0), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original author and source 
are credited. See http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

International Journal of the Commons is a peer-reviewed open access journal published by Ubiquity Press.

https://doi.org/10.5334/ijc.1109
https://doi.org/10.5334/ijc.1109
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

